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tin- Four neutral Great Powers, it was settled that the King
of Prussia was to retain in the title of the Prince of Neuf-
chatel and to receive a million dollars as compensation for
his rights. Similarly the Ottoman Sultan was the sove-
reign of the Daimbiau Principalities, of Servia and ot'
Egypt; and yet he was by treaty forbidden to interfere in
their administration. fSimilarly also the Queen of Eng-
land governed the Ionian. Islands of which she was not the
sovereign. Therefore it was contended that the Nawab
had never become a 'dependent' of the Company; and he
was bound to the same conditions as his father without the
special renewal of the treaty. It was not a question, as
Lord Harris contended in paragraphs 13-14 of his Minute,
that the Government of Madras were not authorised, by
the treaty of 1801 to acknowledge any successor to Azimu'd
Daula. No doubt was then entertained (i.e. in 1819)
either by the Madras or by the Supreme Government as can
be seen from the wording of the Despatches that passed
between them on that occasion as to the necessity of some
member of the Walajahi f amily being- acknowledged as the
successor of the deceased Nawab. The Madras Govern-
ment asked for particular instructions as to the "line of
descent, the forms and conditions of succession". They
merely pointed out that they were not authorised to ack-
nowledge any particular member of the Carnatic family
as the unconditional successor. (The Empire in India by
E. Bell, edited by C. S. Srinivsaehari, pp. 99-100).
The then Governor-General, the Marquis of Hastings
wrote, as has bees noted above, that, in his opinion, no new
treaty or instrument was required, because !Nawab Azam
Jah was considered by him "to be ipso facto a party to the
treaty concluded by his father in 1801". This was in de-
finite reply to the query of the Madras Government, dated
2nd October 1819, whether "the Governor-General in
Council held that the treaty of 1801 guaranteed the succes-
sion in the direct and legitimate line of descent, to which
opinion they themselves had always been inclined as well
from the spirit in which the treaty was concluded, as from
the tenor of its professions and also from the terms of the
declaration published at that period.'' They did not ques-
tion the right of descent because the treaty guaranteed the
hereditary pretensions of Azimu'd-Daula, but only doubt-
ed as to where they should fix the line of siiccessioKL and
not the succession itself.